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DID OUR LADY DIE? 


SOME REFLECTIONS ON ‘MUNIFICENTISSIMUS 
r DEUS *2 
: By tax Mosr Rev. GABRIEL M. ROSCHINI, 0.5.M., 


Proconston GENERAL OF THE SERVITE ORDER. 
TRANSLATED BY Rey. G. M. CORR, 0.S.M. 


President of the. first international Mariological 
a Congress, Cardinal Pizzardo, Secretary of the Congre- 
‘e Bation of the Holy Office, spoke, on the occasion of 
— , of the ‘ still very obscure problem’ of the end 
wi | % Our Lady’s earthly life, as a matter which calls for 
tale clarifieation on the part of Mariologists, adding that 
; tion may enable us to ‘admire in her the 
int! “Milete splendour af God’s munificence.’? 
at 4) Mt response to this invitation that I have thought 
a Co to consider this problem in the light of the dogmatic 
t _ tution ‘ Munificentissimus Deus.’ ra, 2 
Room | this ® appreciate the situation created by the publication of 
asa document we trust. begin with an. historical conspectus. 
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“ te ‘—THE FIRST THREE CENTURIES 000 
ox. | alae phi three centuries there is no textual reference at 
LO the hone of which we can be certain—in the writings 
| Fathers and ecclesiastical writers, to the death of 
} frees The texts quoted from Leucius (second gentury) and 
| pat Otigen are considered very doubtful. We. know of the 
Sitenee of the a hal * Assur 


: & disciple of St. John 
it a disciple 
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' 
we know nothing. There is merely a reference to th | 
‘ disappearance ’ of the body of Our Lady, as also of thi: 


of St. John. It is therefore of no use a8 an argument it; 
favour of the death of Our Lady. 


The text for which Origen’s name is claimed is from tt | 
catena on St. John’s gospel (Origen’s Works, ed. Preusches, | 
t, IV, Leipzig 1908, p.-506, fragm. 31). We read there thet | 
Mary “remained a virgin till death.’ The authenticity of ti | 


text is held by Devreese to be very doubtful. It should & 
noted, moreover, that 


ere Origen’s usual phrase for the perpetill 
virginity of Gur Lady is not ‘till death ’ but ‘to the end” 
St is generally admitted that in the first three centwis 
there is. no mention of a 


~ on Jetusalei that the sepulchre of the Mother of Gi 


one place—the so-called ‘ ancient trad 
with U 


ee es 
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St. — bishop of Salamina, and Timotheus, a 
Jerusalem. 

me. pina jus has two passages in the Panarien (a.p. 
14-377) in which he speaks of the end of Our Lady’s life 
o-earth,* 


To understand his words fully we must remember that he 
m conscious, when writing, of two heresies which were then 


dangerous: that of the Antidicomarianites, and 
tet of the Collyridians.. The former denied the perpetual 


Wiginity of Mary, the latter, erring in the opposite direction, 
Riiktuined that divine worship should be given to her. To 
saert that Our i died was to oe & eae to the one 


The text ‘are 8 follows : 


ti) Vereorne hoc damns sit aliquibus, ut ad contubernales ac: ‘dilectas, 


(qe viens, fominns “quod genus pestims aibi ania ereore machinati 
MA fea inde aliquem et colorem arcessisse videantur. Verum illic. certa 
providentiae rations administrate sunt omnia, ita ut haec facta sejuncte 
SA sioeasn ommium quae ex Dei raandato pracstanda sunt disciplinn. New 
i poe ama aa ar aeeepit, non 
MY agad iia permansit, 


Gea felli nos quiapian sxistiet, seriphurce’ sectetr vestigio, im quibus. 
“a were, Mariac invonial, neque utrum morius sit, an non morhua. sit, Aeque 


Om palaa, an non vit sepulte. Ae cam Johannes in Asissn profectus ait, 


os suggest that the body of 
: su ject to ‘the ‘cotraption of the tomb, and poets z 
to assert. that: she’ did not die’ was wh 
-considens WY 


idea: in “Aporsigese xii pede’ to: avoid 
Seca statement: *I.do not say 
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le who dwelt. in her took her from this earth to the 
tgons of the Ascension,’ that is, to heaven. It has not 
een possible for those who maintain that Our Lady died 
o twist this assertion from its obvious sense: it remains, 
vtstimony of the highest order, along with words of 
i, Epiphanius, to. support our thesis. Such, then, is 
Muitive tradition concerning the termination of Mary’s 
tile on earth. These two witnesses against the idea of 
“edeath of Qur Lady are worth more than hundreds of 


itive witnesses on the other side who simply never 
thought of doubting it. 


“The first documentary reference to the death of Mary is 
found in the 


the apocryphal ‘ Transitus > writings of the fifth to 
seventh centuries... There is, however, one: very early 
Wile ‘Pseudo-Procorus (450-500), who seems, by way. of 
mt DOL to wish to speak of ‘death’ when referring 
 Wansitus,’ In. his Catholic. recension of the Acta 
{according to the reading of Codex Vaticanus 
$54, fol. 95)! he says that the Holy Mother of God 
ea Vife to life, from temporal life ta eternal life and 
mh of heaven which will never.end? “Here we have a 


+ 


pee ge ae ice 


it. possible, historically, to. im 
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of Piacenza!—a.p. 570—has the simple statement ; ‘ In this { 
same valley of Josaphat is the house of Holy Mary from | 
which it is said that the Virgin was taken up to heaven’ | 


4 


Here again, it is an immediate passing to heaven. : 

In the seventh century St. Isidore of Seville seem . 
inclined to doubt or to deny that Our Lady died. He ses 
that ‘there is no written testimony concerning the death 
of Mary, though her sepulchre, as some say, is in the valley 
of Josaphat.’? If the death of Mary had been a certainty - 
in St. Isidore’s mind, would he thus have brought in the | 
idea of ‘ written testimonies ’ for it ? 

The same attitude is seen in Spain in the eighth century. 
in the written answer given by Tusaredo, a bishop in th 
Asturias, to Ascario, a brother bishop in the same provinte. 
The latter had said that it was being affirmed in those part 
that Our Lady suffered death in common with the rest of 
mankind and that her body still remained in the tomb await 
ing & glorious resurrection. Scandalized by such statements 
Ascario turned to Tusaredo for help in confuting them | 
‘Tusaredo, without hesitation or argument, replies : ‘ Nowher 
in history do we learn that she suffered martyrdom or #i¥ 
other kind of death ’"—‘ Nulla historia cam doceat passione ot 

morie mulctari.’* This goes further than St. Isidore. 
who had simply pointed out that there were no writt? 
records of Mary’s death ; it is a denial that she suffered atY 
kind of death. It may be paraphrased : ‘How can you speek 
of the death of Our Lady and of her remaining w th . 
tomb, when there is no historical record of her having bee? 
martyred or dying in any other way?’ If Mary’s death 
had been accepted as a certainty at that time how cst © 
we explain this appeal to « complete absence of historic’ 
evidence for it? The least we can say ix that this bishop | 
qa maa naman amanemeE 
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1-749) in homilies on the Dormitio admit indeed that she 
i, but are full of wonder at the thought, and the former 
} 80 far as to call it ‘incredible. St. John Damascene 
}: ‘How then shall this blessed one be a prey to death ? ’* 
y both recognize that she ought not to have died. And 
reasons they adduce for her death are by no means 
mit. They are reducible, practically, to this: Our 
med Lord Himself died: therefore His holy Mother died. 
Is is worth mentioning here, too, that about this time 
dore Abou-Kurra (d. c. 820) compares the ‘death’ of 
ty to the eestatic sleep of Adam in the Garden, during 
ich the rib was taken from his body. This is equivalent 
tserting that Mary did not suffer death as we know it, 
Mtation of soul and body. S 
‘As is well known, an attitude of doubt and uncertainty 
%ot uncommon in the ninth—-twelfth centuries. 
dn the thirteenth century it must be admitted that alj 
Lgreat Doctors considered Our Lady’s death as certain, 
Mithis was evidently a logical conclusion from the denial of 
immaculate Conception—a denial which St. Bonaventure 
Ueelf calls ‘the more common, the more reasonable and 
Rwfer view.4 His reasoning on the subject is clear 
wa, and it was the reasoning of many of his time : 


ca a Blend Virgm was free from original sin, she was also exempt 


de netesity of dying : therefore, either. her death was an injustice — 
ie died for 


: salvation of the human Face. But the former sup. 
sion is blasphemous, implying that God is not just’: and the latter, 
Mi w bldsphemy against Christ for it irplies that His Redemption i, 
™ Bleed Lady was subject to, original sin.* Laas or 

harely one is allowed to question the dogmatic value of 9 
peilusion such as this, based as it is upon a false assumption, 
does not surprise us to find the natural reaction—deubt 
Stemming Our Lady’s death, and open denials of it : even 
more, the question of her immunity from the penalty o¢ 


| 
/| 
| 
| 
rid 
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death, precisely because of her immaculate conception, * 
thus. discussed. 

It is sufficiently clear from what has been said so far shat | 
Father Balié is mistaken in stating roundly that ‘ from HU | 
Patristie age to our own times not a single writer is found 
to deny the death of the Blessed Virgin.”! 

In the seventeenth century, after the Council of srest | 
Father Bartholomew Beverini, of the Clerks Regular of | 
Mother of God, wrote a controversial tract (1667) against ™ 
* Athanasius ’ (a pen-name) who asserted that the opinion : 
those who believed that Our Lady died was ‘ frivolous 
apocryphal.’ 


In 1688 we find the Spanish Inquisition condemn, a 


ea seasons aenenemen es 


TRO Tie DEFINITION OF THE IMMACULATE CONCEPTION 
“90 HE DEFINITION OF THE ASSUMPTION 
“After the: definition of the Immaculate Conception a con- 

toversy was aroused, chiefly through Dominic Amaldi of 

Genoa (d. 18 on the question of Our Lady’ sdeath. Arnaldi 

oes rad fromi original sin logically implied 

from ‘the p ‘Ais thesis a 


“Professor Nae Pennacehit defended Lecce ates 
= i his lectures at Propaganda.” Morsignor Virdia (O.F.M. 
i 

t 


Cot), we of Cariati, petitioning the Holy: See for ee 
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B. Altaner? 
of historical 
Blessed Lady 
pointing out ei 
from original sin and immunity from death which 5 
penalty, asserts that ‘ everything points to. the suggestion i 

that she entered directly into the fullness of life.” She -_ 
has, then, quitted this vale of tears, this ‘abode unfittel { | 


for glorified bodies,’ He asserts, moreover, that neither: . 


history nor theology can bring a proof of Mary’s death 
such as to: produce moral certainty. 


Tt is by no means admissible [he writes} that in consequence of iramunity 


which never existed. The Purpose of the Author of divinizing gre | 
‘works without restriction, quite apart 
pot bound within the confines of corporeal nature. It comp - 
. ‘therefore, the idea of blessed: immortali 
a 2a For us, organic corruptibility is concrete witness of the penalfy 
Of the great transgression. The preservation of a dead body, i nee 
whieh has appealed to the imagination of some, is not a glorification 
- dovant: trary a reprieve, a delay, and therefore an absent 
oo. Glovifeation. Tt symbolizes, always, a result of our enuiavement to des 4 
_ Mad our subjection to the er of iL? at ee t 
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Father Tiburtius Gallus, S.J. has recently published a 
booklet of which the professed theme is that Mary did 
not die.? 

‘Tinay add that several bishops of my own acquaintance 
lave become convinced and ardent defenders of the thesis 
which I here maintam. Even Father Filograssi, who is 
definitely opposed to it, admits that 


mea result of the public controversies aroused on this subject, the number 
‘those who will have nothing to do with the idea that Our Lady died 
— steadily, not only among priests but also among the educated 


In spite of ali this, there were some writers, before the 
éetaition, who held firmly and at all costs to the view that 
the death of Our Lady was part of the Assumption itself— 
tbe i im its actual, conerete reality. Thus Father Bali¢, 
Owing Father Renaudin, holds that. 


The terminus a quo of the Assumption is the death of Our Lady, the 

Pr ad Latina is the glorification of her bedy in heaven. The a 
Assump' ion ‘in recto’ is the. glorificati f body, and 
“abquo’ her death and beac 3 oe ee 


‘¥sther Di Fonzo maintained that 


Telli dt pekciveehoel quesseanscead's manner 

be the 

rar cirvumstance of Our Lady's Assumption. see 
was also in favour of the inclusion’ of ‘this * manner and 

Srumstance ° in the definition of the dogma.* 

COR to Father Bonnefoy, O.F.M. : 

‘Mei 


death of the Most Hol Vi 

Bored bg itgin may be considered as historical 
and ard revealed : as such (explicitly revealed) it may be 
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Father ‘Bover, Father De Aldama and Father de Sola: 


The fact of Our Lady’s death i is not a matter of opinion in theology. 
It is not even a ‘ pious opinion.’ 


& sententia ceria. The denial of it cannot escape the note of rashnet! 


Father Constantine Koser, 0.F.M., goes so far as to say that | 
the fact of Our Lady’s death is ‘de fide divina et catholic - 


credendum.’? 


"The Congress of the Franciscans of Italy, at whicb the — 


gerieral theme was the Assumption, arrived at the following ; 
. , eanclusion : 


E maintained 
of three 


Modern theologians consider it at leat 
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Immaculate Mother of God, Mary ever Virgin, having reached 
the end of her earthly life, was taken up body and soul to 
the glory of heaven.’ 

Thus a clear line of distinction is drawn between the 
two things, Assumption and death. Neither the definition 


nor the Bull considers the question of death at all 
Henceforward we must exclude ‘death and resurrection’ 
abeolutely from the theological notion of Assumption. 


‘Assumption.’ taken also in its actual concrete reality, does 


wt include anything beyond glorification of the body and 
sul of Our Blessed Lady. 


(2) Distinction between Assumption and Death 
This most valuable demarcation of the subject evidently 
presupposes that the death and the Assumption “are two 
early. distinet things, and, even. more to our purpose; ‘that 
arguments which are valid for the Assumption are not 
inthe same class as those which are used to prove Our Lady’s 
detth: in fact there is no comparison : the question of her 
death remains, as- before, uncertain end: obscure, Aeft: ‘to: fret 


= among. theologians. 


Bull prescinds absokatel from: both alternatives— 
: ad ti she aid. not’ the. “The 
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assentiri Magnam etiam Dei Matrem, quemadraodus® 
Unigenam Suum, ex hac vita decessisse.” - ae oe : 
“Three things must be noted here: (1) In place AY. 
stark. expression ‘ died’ the Bull uses the softer expo 
‘ex hae. vita decedere,’ which is ‘ relinquished th# 
a literally.) (2) The Bull does not attribute even this or \ 
"sion, attenuated as it is, to the teaching of the Charen 
the Pastors, but to the faithful. (8) There are two vesy i ' 
reasons to explain what must have seemed, after ita 
obvious deduction on the part. of the faithful— the fact 
°°) Our Lady was subject to suffering (proved by. Seriptut® © 


Church) and the 080 


cat | 
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axing obvious, not calling for proof, 
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it is referred to in the Bull) in the development of the doctrine 
of the Assumption. 

Another reference to the death of Mary can be seen 
in the quotation of the Secret Prayer from the Gregorian 
Sacramentary, ‘Veneranda . . .’; but it is clear from the 
context that this document is quoted not to prove that Our 
lady died {though there is mention of her death in that 
Seeret) but solely to prove that ‘in the Hturgical books .. - 
tere are phrases which seem to conspire in asserting that, 
when the Virgin Mother of God passed from this exile, such 
things occurred, in regard of her holy body, by disposition 
of Divine Providence, as were in accord with her dignity as 
Mother of the Incarnate Word, and in keeping with the 
aher privileges granted to her.’ The Bull continues, a few 
words further down, ‘ This is affirmed, for instance, in the 

.. . .” Thus the quotation of the Sacramen- 
tey prayer is intended as a proof of the thesis immediately 
Weeding (which prescinds entirely from the question of 
Mary's death}—and of nothing else. The same must be said 
of the other quotations, from the Fathers and Doctors.? 


(8) The question of Mary's death is a matter for free 
From what has been said above it is quite clear that the 
itch has certainly made no pronouncement on the question 


_ Our Lady's death. So much is clear from the whole tenor 
. the Bull. “One natural consequence of this fact is that 
‘the new Mass of the feast the Secret Prayer in which 
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LITERATURE AND PSYCHOLOGY 


By Rev. JEREMIAH NEWMAN, M.A. D.Pa,, 
Department of Scholastic Philosophy, Queen’s University, Belfast 


& 


HE title of this essay is somewhat vague and needs 
J to be made more precise. In recent years there has 
~ been guite a lot. of writing sbout the influence of 
bychology, particularly Psycho-analysis, on novelists’ 
uratment of their characters. The last chapter of C. E. M. 
‘ond’ Guide to Modern Thought, for example, is entitled 
The Invasion of Literature by. Psychology’ and describes 
‘me current literary tendencies illustrative of. an attitude 
human personality for which the influence of present-day 
Mychological theories is largely responsible. The modern 
*mter’s chief concern, observes Joad, is not to create 
Nemrable characters, which was the object of the Victor- 
“ovelist, but ‘to find out exactly what. people are like 
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